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East Contra Costa County

Chapter 2 Comments and Responses

Response to Letter N
Response to Comment N-1
In response to the HCP/NCCP, the commenter requests that HCP should reflect Antioch’s desires for
growth as expressed by the voters, asserts that acquisition of property that will be developed puts the
viability and accuracy of the impact assessment of plan in question, and makes specific requests for
changes concerning Horse Valley and Deer Valley.
As shown in Chapter 5 in the Final HCP/NCCP, acquisition priorities in the eastern part of Horse
Valley and Lone Tree Valley have been changed from high-priority to low-priority. Likewise,
Chapter 5 has been revised to indicate that the probable expansion of the Antioch city limits to the
south makes the complete acquisition of movement routes through Horse and Lone Tree Valley
infeasible. Instead, conservation of narrower movement routes will be pursued through the western
and central portions of Horse Valley through Subzone 2h (west of and through the Roddy Ranch Golf
Course) to connect to larger proposed conservation areas in Lone Tree Valley. The high-priority for
Deer Valley has been retained as it is considered essential to providing for the conservation of San
Joaquin kit fox in the area. The rationale for its inclusion is explained in Chapter 5.
Revisions to the HCP/NCCP
The HCP/NCCP has been revised as described above.

Response to Comment N-2
In response to the HCP/NCCP, the commenter states that characterization of Horse Valley or Deer
Valley as SJKF corridors is “conjectural” because no SJKF have been sited in these locations and that
there may be alternative conservation SJKF conservation strategies as appropriate as that proposed in
the HCP.
As described in Chapter 5 of the HCP/NCCP, SJKF have been observed in 53 locations in the
inventory area including Black Diamond Mine Regional Park, Round Valley Regional Preserve, and
the Los Vaqueros Watershed. SJKF occupy home ranges of 1 – 12 square miles and can move up to
20 miles in a season for foraging or dispersal. Staff scientists supporting the HCP/NCCP examined
the kit fox habitat model developed for this Plan, existing and future land use patterns, aerial
photographs, topography, kit fox home range size and kit fox sighting to define the most viable
movement routes through the inventory area. The model is based on biological considerations such as
kit fox prefer flat to slightly sloping land because it increases their line of sight to spot predators.
They are at risk to predation when the slope gets too steep or the vegetation is scrubby, as this limits
line of sight to evade predators.
Regarding alternatives, in theory there may be alternative SJKF conservation strategies other than that
proposed in the HCP/NCCP. Since the commenter provides no idea whatsoever as to what such
alternatives might be, no responses can be provided to this assertion and the feasibility and value of
such unspecified alternatives cannot be assessed.
No changes to the HCP/NCCP or EIS/EIR are required.
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